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ry, to or from: (1) any attorney with St. 



Toires, Harold G. Levinson, or Gary W. Dunn. This request is a subject of the current lawsuit 
filed by your client styled Stoli-Niehen Transportation Group Ltd. v. United States Department 
o/Jiisrtce (D.D.C. filed March 14, 2006). 



portions of certain of these pages re 

could reasonably be expected to interfere with such proceedings. The reoaciea mionni 
accordingly, withheld irom pubhc disclosure pursuant to Exemption 7A, 5 U.S.C. 
§ 552(b)(7)(A). to addition, the redacted information could reasonably be expected to 
■ '■ ofpersonal privacy, and is, thus, withheld from pubUcdiscIos 

C, 5 U.S.C.§ 552(b)(7)(C). 




:ld pursuant to Exemption 7A, 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7XA); mformation which 

from public disclosure pursuant to Exemption 7C, 5 U.S.C. § 552(bX7)(C); the identities of 
confidential sources of information, withheld fiom public disclosure pursuant to Exemption 7D, 
5 U S C. § 552(b)(7)(D); and matters occurring before a federal grand jury, withheld ftom pubUc 
disclosure pursuant to Exemption (3), 5 U.S.C. § 552(b)(3), and F. R. Crim. P. 6(e). 

a of the thirty-se- 

of which could reasonably be expected 1 

on7A,51 

§ 552(b)(7)(A). Certain of these ten documents also reflect information which could reasonabb 
be expected to constitute an unwarranted invasion of personal privacy, withheld ftom public 
disclosure pursuant to Exemption 7C, 5 U.S.C. § 552(b)(7XC); the identities of confidential 

§ 552(b)(7)(D); and matters occurring before a federal grand jury, withheld ftom pubUc 
disclosure pursuant to Exemption (3), 5 U.S.C. § 552(bX3), and F. R. Crim. P. 6(e). One of the 
fliirty-seven documents reflects matters occurring before a federal grand jury, withheld ftom 
public disclosure pursuant to Exemption (3), 5 U.S.C. § 552(b)(3), and F. R. Crim. P. 6(e), and 
)nably be expected to constitute an imwarranted invasion of 
m public disclosure pursuant to Exemption 7C, 5 U.S.C. 



